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Upper Class Enclave Identity: A Case Study ofthe Golden Hill Community
Abstract
Urban enclaves play an important role in sociological theory and in overall
community development. This project looks at the exclusivity of a particular enclave in the
Indianapolis area, the Golden Hill Community, and through observation and interviews,
examines the makeup of this isolated community. Considered by many to be an exclusive
upper-class neighborhood, this research looks closely at the social interaction of residents
with each other, as well as the outside community, in order to determine its strength and
significance as an urban enclave. This paper suggests that Golden Hill, contrary to other
upper class urban enclaves, exhibits a type of shared history among its residents not found in
other similar neighborhoods. This finding, coupled with other geographical and historical
factors, have helped contribute to the overall stability of the neighborhood throughout the
past one hundred years.
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I. Golden Hill Neighborhood Background
History
The Golden Hill Historic District lies in the northwest comer of Center Township and
has an interesting history beginning with the first purchase of land from the United States
Govemment in 1821 by a man named Thomas Bishop. Bishop died later that year and the
land was purchased in 1822 by one of Indiana's first Govemor's, Noah Noble (Tract Book,
1871). Noble served as the Govemor ofIndiana from 1831-1837 and died on February 8,
1844 leaving the tract of land to his family. In 1872, new owners William and Rhoda
Hannaman filed a plat for a subdivision named "Clifton on the River", and in 1874 a plat was
filed for William A. Baker's subdivision (Mohlman, 1983). Lots were sold to several owners
including John and Phillipena Lather who built a farmhouse in 1898 at 1220 Pickwick Place
which remains the oldest home in Golden Hill today. (National Register, 1991).
Beginning in 1900 and continuing into 1907, the land that is now Golden Hill was
bought a parcel or two at a time by David M. Parry, a wealthy auto manufacturer in the
Indianapolis area. At the time, Parry was President of Parry Manufacturing Company, the
Indianapolis Board of Trade and was one of the pioneers in the development of the so-called
"horseless carriages" that helped Indianapolis become a major automobile building center in
the early twentieth century (Rubincam, 1956). The Parry home at 3650 Spring Hollow Rd.
and the gatehouse at 3604 Totem Lane were built in 1904 and 1905, respectively. Scotsman
George McDougall was hired in 1908 to landscape the Parry estate and it is reasoned that
McDougall was also responsible for the stonework seen on the gatehouse because of its
resemblance to the work done at the Parry home. (National Register, 1991) The Parry family
occupied several homes in Golden Hill over the years. Homes owned and lived in by the
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Parry family include 1311 Golden Hill Drive, 3710 Governor's Road, 3604 Totem Lane,
3625 Totem Lane, and 1220 Pickwick Place.
On July 23, 1914 Mrs. D.M. Parry was elected President of Golden Hill Estates
Company with the intent to sell the Parry estate over the open market. Other incorporators
include her son-in-law W.C. Teasdale Jr. and son, Maxwell Parry. (Indy Star, 1914). By way
of advertisement in the Indianapolis Star, on September 20, 1914 visitors were allowed to
first view the available property at Golden Hill. No formal "opening" of Golden Hill was to
take place until the following spring and no salesman were present at this viewing. (Indy
Star) One was simply invited to view the ever-changing panorama of unusual beauty as
described by several advertisements (Indianapolis Star, 1915). Because thousands of visitors
came to view the property however, The Golden Hill Estates Co. decided that permit
reservations of lots could be made at once beginning on the 27'h of September, 1914
(Indianapolis Star, 1914).
On April 25, 1915 Golden Hill was officially "opened" and 1,500 people came out to
view the neighborhood with between 150-170 home sites available of all different lot, tract
and estate sizes. Prices ranged from $450-$850 a lot to $2,500 for a large tract of land. Early
owners besides the D.M. Parry family included William C. Teasdale, President of Pathfinder
Co. and Parry Auto Company, Louis E. Lathrop, President of the National Tile Company and
married to Katherine, daughter of Architect Frederick Wallick, Edmund Eitel, nephew of
famous American poet James Whitcomb Riley and Will H. Brown, previous Vice President
of the Overland Automobile Co. CIndyStar, 1915)
Shortly after the official opening, David M. Parry died in his Golden Hill home on
May 12, 1915 (Indianapolis Times, 1915). Also around this time, 38th Street was extended
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westward over the canal marking the beginning of increased accessibility to upper northwest
Indianapolis by streetcar. Woodstock Country Club was also formed in 1914 after the
Indianapolis Country Club burned down at the same location and then moved to the far west-
side ofIndianapolis (Polis Center, 2013).
Roughly ten years later, the Golden Hill Estates Co. sold eighteen acres of Golden
Hill property to the city on July 8, 1925 for park ground purposes. Today this area of land is
called Bertha Ross Park having originally been named Golden Hill Park. (Indy Parks, 2013)
Ten years later still in 1935, the Golden Hill-Woodstock Association was formed and
included residents living north of 38th St. on what is now currently Indianapolis Museum of
Art property. In 1951 the name was officially changed to the Golden Hill Neighborhood
Association, these additional members were dropped, and in December of 1952 the
neighborhood was officially incorporated.
Today there are currently 54 homes in the neighborhood with the last being built in
1959 (3647 Totem Lane). Only one home has been torn down (plat 13,3740 Spring Hollow
Road) and that occurred in 1983.
Slight controversy exists over the origin of "Golden Hill." While there is no definitive
answer, an article transcribed from the Indianapolis Star suggests that it was named Golden
Hill because of the "wonderful coloring of the leaves of the mammoth beeches and other
trees that cover the site when Jack Frost has touched them with his magic wand" (Indy Star,
1995). Totem Lane is named for the Great Alaskan Totem left to the Parry family. Spring
Hollow Road was named for the location of a spring house in the hollow along where the
road was built (Mohlman, 1983). Governor's Road is believed to be named after Governor
Noah Noble and the origin of Pickwick Place is still unknown. Roads that also existed during
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the original platting included Parry Drive, just north of the Parry mansion, and East Riverside
Parkway which ran parallel to the canal. These roads were vacated sometime between 1927
and 1941. Governor's Road and Totem Lane were also referred to as Elmira and Barnes
Avenue, respectively, until 1941. Governor's Road used to extend all the way to 3ih street
until homes were built at the end of the cul-de-sac in 1936 (3710 & 3707 Governor's Road).
Geography
The Golden Hill Historic District on the western edge of Center Township is
sheltered by many natural boundaries placing the neighborhood in relative seclusion and
anonymity to many long-term residents of the city. The fifty-four home neighborhood sits
just south of Woodstock Country Club and 38th Street and just north of 36th street. The
neighborhood is protected to the west by the White River and Interstate 65 and by Bertha
Ross Park from the east. The neighborhood is not visible to the pedestrian from Martin
Luther King Jr. Street because of the elongated hill at the western edge of Bertha Ross Park
which blocks the roof line of the homes. The neighborhood has a series of five connecting
roads and three entryways, none of which are purposed for through traffic. Golden Hill is not
a gated community but several homes do have gated entrances. The work of several
prominent Indianapolis architects may be found in the district. Among those who designed
homes in Golden Hill are Frederick Wallick, Burns & James, Pierre and Wright, and Foltz,
Osler & Thompson. (Interim Report, 1991). These leading architects specialized in a variety
of period revival style architecture and such styles of homes include Tudor Revival, Colonial
Revival, French Eclectic and Italian Villa (National Landmark of Indiana, 1990). The
neighborhood layout has only been manipulated slightly since it's opening in 1915.
6
Upper Class Enclave Identity: A Case Study ofthe Golden Hill Community
II. Literature Review and Thesis (Research Questions)
Enclaves
A key aspect of Golden Hill's identity is being able to place the neighborhood within
the context of other urban enclaves. Mark Abrahamson developed the most extensive
definition for an enclave, which will be used as the exclusive definition for this research. An
enclave refers to concentrations of residents who mayor may not have the same ethnic or
minority status in the conventional sense, but who share a significant commonality based on
wealth, life-style, or a combination of these attributes (Abrahamson, 1). In a more basic
sense, an enclave involves a special relationship between a distinctive group of people and a
place (Abrahamson, 2). Some enclaves, as Abrahamson mentions, have intentionally
designed entries that unambiguously mark some or all of their boundaries (Abrahamson,
3).This research attempts to define this spatial relationship for purposes of identifying the
collective identity and unique status of the Golden Hill community.
Enclave Cohesion and Interaction
Sociologists Phillip Fellin and Eugene Litwak define neighborhood integration in
temlS of extensiveness of group contacts within the membership group (Litwak, 1963). They
identified three key attributes as being important, but not required, for speeding
neighborhood integration. They included the presence of positive group norms toward
integrating the stranger, avoidance of competition between neighbors, and the use of
voluntary neighborhood associations (Litwak, 1963). While sociability may never be
guaranteed, a common status or lifestyle that Weber mentioned can affect or reflect people's
feelings about living in a neighborhood and, subsequently, the relationships that the residents
establish (Keller, 90).
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Two very distinct opinions about the formation of "community cohesion" are relevant
to this discussion. One comes from the viewpoint of the planner and the other from the
sociologist. The planner values the location of the neighborhood and its accessibility to
essential activities. These particular qualities, then, hold value in the eyes of the resident and
the physical aspects encourage the sharing of common values and experiences (Keller, 91).
The opposing viewpoint comes from the eyes of the sociologist who views the physical
aspects of a community as secondary to the symbolic and cultural aspects. The sociological
conception of a neighborhood emphasizes the notion of shared activities, experiences, and
values, common loyalties and perspectives, and human networks that give to an area a sense
of continuity and persistence over time (Keller, 91). It's almost as if to say that neighborhood
refers to the physical space, while community describes the social group that occupies the
space.(Smithsimon, 257). Because no absolute definition of community or neighborhood
exist, both the planner's and sociologist's perspective are relevant in terms of determining
significant levels of community cohesion.
/
III. Research Questions and Hypothesis
The purpose of this research is to look at an upper class urban neighborhood such as
Golden Hill and determine whether or not it can define, establish and maintain an unique
status and collective history as an urban enclave. More simply, outside of strictly social class
indicators (wealth), are there any other status or lifestyle factors which tie this neighborhood
together to help form a collective identity as a neighborhood. Along with this, this research
will look at these social status indicators and determine their overall role in terms of
neighborhood stability.
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It is my belief that residents do not share a collective identity outside of strictly social
class indicators and that they are simply organized in Golden Hill based on wealth and ability
to afford a particular type of home. This idea is based off of previous enclave research which
will later be discussed in more detail (Smithsimon and Abrahamson). Further, I believe that
Golden Hill is spatially defined implying that physical location and design are the primary
factors in neighborhood stability and that residents define where they live based on location
rather than identifying with the "social" community at large.
IV. Methods
Methodology for this project took on a mixed-use approach. As both a historical and
sociological project, information covered a review of historical documents, quantitative data
collection and qualitative interviews. In order to accurately understand the stability and social
cohesion of the neighborhood, a historical context was first needed to outline the progression
of neighborhood settlement and residential patterns. A mixed-use approach was used to show
a link between historical data and present day answers to qualitative questions. Because of
the mixed-discipline nature of this project, the methods sections will be outlined in two
distinct sections: Historical Review and Mixed Method Interviews.
Historical Review
With Golden Hill having been incorporated since 1915, the historical portion of this
project seeks to identify possible factors in social cohesion existing in the early zo" century.
Much of the neighborhood's early history is well documented but due to the death or
displacement of early residents, oral interviews with these individuals are no longer possible.
In order to find descriptions and details of the early Golden Hill neighborhood and its
9
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residents, the Indianapolis Marion County Public Library and Indiana State Historical
Society online databases were both consulted for early documentation. Amateur historian and
previous Golden Hill Association (GHNA) President and current resident, Dr. Richard
Feldman, was also consulted on the neighborhood's early history. Kristin Mohlman's 1983
Golden Hill History was also used a launching point for a thorough literature review along
with other relevant census data, including lot records and Golden Hill Neighborhood
Association Presidents. (Mohlman, 1983) The Golden Hill Neighborhood Association
Minute Book was consulted for matters of historical accuracy and a time-lined account of
neighborhood events. Reference books of noted importance including The Encyclopedia of
Indianapolis, The Marion County Baist Atlas Map, and the Marion County City Directory,
were found at Marion County Central Library. Also used as a point of reference was the 2013
Indianapolis Record's Office eAssesor in order to crosscheck lot records and update home
ownership records for the past 30 years. This research was compiled from May 2012 through
August 2012. Once again, the main importance of historical research was to provide a lens
through which one can compare the social cohesion and neighborhood stability of Golden
Hill today. Written descriptions of the neighborhood and its residents was used as a
comparison to answers provided by current residents during qualitative interviews to either
overlay or differentiate Golden Hill from its past.
Mixed Method Interviews
Participants/Sample
In order to collect information from homeowners on issues related to social cohesion,
identity, and neighborhood stability, this research was conducted as a mixed methods study
with information being gathered primarily through qualitative interviews of current
/
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homeowners of the Golden Hill neighborhood. Quantitative information was gathered as
secondary data, using both a quantitative survey as well as using Zillow housing market data
and the Indianapolis Record's Office eAssesor. Secondary quantitative data included
questions of age, number of children, and approximate housing value. Of primary concern,
however, were the qualitative interviews. The qualitative interviews allowed residents to
share their thoughts on a range of open ended issues including safety, stability, and social
cohesion. The exact content of the interview will be discussed later.
The sample of interviewees was determined by their residency in the Golden Hill
neighborhood as of May 2013. Out of 49 occupied homes in Golden Hill, 28 residents were
interviewed. Residents were first engaged about this project on May 15th, 2012 at the annual
neighborhood dinner at Woodstock Country Club. Residents were given full disclosure of the
nature of this project and were then asked to participate in an approximately thirty-minute
open ended interview. Interviews took place at the individual's place of residence under
complete confidentiality. All interviews were recorded to ensure accuracy of data, but coded
with the numbers 1-54 (by plat number) to respect confidentiality. IRB Human Subject's
Approval was obtained for the portion of this project.
Data Collection
Due to the quantity of interviews and availability of residents, data collection spanned
a period of roughly five months between June and October of 20 12. Each interview lasted
anywhere between 25 minutes to over an hour depending on the amount of information
provided by the resident. The first set of eight questions dealt primarily with the individual's
home: when they first moved in, what brought them to Golden Hill, and what their first
impressions were of the neighborhood. The second set of twelve questions focused on
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community interaction, which includes how residents interact with their neighbors, both
formally and informally, as well as what they find unique about their community, their home,
and the neighborhood's history. Based on the trends and themes found within resident
responses, this qualitative data was then compared to what is previously known about social
cohesion in other upper class elite enclaves in the United States. A comparison is also made
to historical data on the Golden Hill community to identify trends of social interaction
throughout the neighborhood's history. As previously mentioned, information was kept
confidential and the identity of individual responses was not divulged in any way.
IV. Golden Hill as Enclave and Residential Transformation
Residential Waves
Residential patterns in the Golden Hill community exhibit two distinct waves of prior
settlement and succession with the present representing a third wave in process. After the
formal opening of the neighborhood in 1915, a majority of homes were built during the 20' s
and 30's, constituting the first wave, the original homeowners. Consistent with E.W.
Burgess' Concentric Zone Theory, Golden Hill at its opening fit into the commuter zone
based on its relative location to Indianapolis' central business district. The area surrounding
Golden Hill at this time was largely uninhabited because no affordable transportation options
existed this far from the city. Only the most prominent citizens could afford to move to these
"estate developments" shortly after the streetcar was introduced (Encyclopedia of
Indianapolis, 1168). This falls in line with Burgess' idea that the wealthier tended to live
farther away from the city center. Better quality housing was found farther away from the
city, but also came at the expense of increasing commuting costs. It may come as no surprise
12
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then that several individuals, including David Parry, were heavily involved in the auto
manufacturing business and were afforded the luxury of owning an automobile. As is
indicated by the table below, these "blue-bloods" resided in the neighborhood until the
1970's and 1980's when there was an unusually high turnover rate in the neighborhood
which can be considered the beginning of the "second wave" (See Table 1).
This second wave is heavily represented by the Baby-Boom Generation, as this was
the time period that many of this generation began buying homes (Silver, 2013). Much of the
information known about this "second wave" was compiled in 1983 by former resident
Kristin Mohlman in a piece on Golden Hill's History (1983). Noted as an influential factor in
the neighborhood's development, this paper mentioned the development of an interstate
highway system (1-65) that divided the Clifton community just to the south. (Mohlman,
1983). Mohlman interviewed 80% of the residents living in Golden Hill at this time and
significant to her findings included the number of original homeowners which had dropped
from 8 to 3 between 1970 and 1983. She also noted that as the population aged and
individuals died, younger families began to move in. While many of the new arrivals did not
share the extensive wealth of the "old guard", they did spend a great deal of money on
housing upkeep and were generally well appreciated by the older residents (Mohlman, 1983).
This too is a commonality that will be revealed by the current "third wave". A trend that
continued into this second wave, however, was that over two-thirds of homes in the
neighborhood did not have children and over half of this group included single person
households (Mohlman, 1983). The 2010's have seen a reverse in the this trend as yet again
there seems to be a larger turnover starting to occur with ten homeowner changes in 3 years
in addition to 5 currently vacant or for sale homes.
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This third wave, and the majority of those interviewed in this project, is represented
by Generation X and Generation Y members. They are characterized as being more racially
and culturally tolerant than previous classes and they mark the emergence of the creative
class (Silver, 2013). These identity factors were consistent with several interview findings in
which residents mentioned that they were drawn to the Golden Hill neighborhood for the
following reasons:
"We wanted to be in an urban environment. We love the culture surrounding us. "
"Even though we are close to a "difficult" area, I like the diversity of the inner city. "
"I like the charm. I like the diverse area; I like thatfor my kids. "
These generational trends will be important moving forward in identifying the
identity of this new wave of residents as well as for determining the future makeup and
stability of the Golden Hill neighborhood.
Table 1: Home Turnover
Average
Decade Changes # Homes %Change
1920's 29 15.9 182%
1930's 46 36.9 125%
1940's 31 46.9 66%
1950's 24 51.3 47%
1960's 27 55 49%
1970's 43 55 78%
1980's 42 54 78%
1990's 33 54 61%
2000's 24 54 44%
2010'5* 1Q 54 19%
*Through April 2013
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Interviews and Findings
Residents responded to a series of twenty qualitative questions dealing with matters
of the individual's home, neighborhood environment, and community interaction. All of
these questions were selected in order to conceptualize Golden Hill's place within the
framework of other urban enclaves in the United States. Resident responses elicited several
commonalities and themes helpful for purposes of identifying the unique status and collective
identity of Golden Hill.
Interviewing current residents, regardless of tenure, was thought to be the best way to
gather data for a project on neighborhood identity. The data from the 27 qualitative
interviews identified several key issues and themes.
v. Neighborhood Stability Framework
With homes being built as early as 1898, the Golden Hill community has seen an
unprecedented nearly 100 year existence. Surviving two World Wars, a Great Depression, a
Great Recession and a decaying township that surrounds it, Golden Hill has remained an
economically and socially stable neighborhood. Even though the zip code of 46208 has seen
a 23% population decline since 1990, Golden Hill still maintains an occupancy rate of 91%
today (CLR, 2013).
Residents were asked why they believed Golden Hill had remained a(n)
(economically) stable neighborhood all these years. The most important finding of their
responses is that it created a dichotomy between social factors and physical factors that help
shape space. Here is a sample of the following responses:
15
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Physical:
o Physical barriers have stabilized the neighborhood. There is no room to build out
around Golden Hill
o Architecturally the homes are all different and don't go "out of style."
o Golden Hill is preserved because of location; It is convenient to a lot of things in the
city
o One can not replicate what this neighborhood has to offer so close to downtown.
o Minimal number of entry points (to neighborhood)
Social:
o Resident are working professionals which provides an economic stability
o People move to Golden Hill with the intention to stay there.
o "There is a core of people who like living in a diverse neighborhood and have a
passion for the neighborhood, new people continue that passion."
o Definite 'independent' type personality that like living in this type of neighborhood
o Long standing neighborhood association has a lot to do with it (stability).
o "I think it's the social structure. You had the country club which was a hangout."
o There was a "keeping up with the Jones'" type mentality for the first 50 years.
o The people who lived here played a role. (referring to their overall prominence in the
Indianapolis community)
Below is a diagram of the interaction of people and space that has presently contributed to
the long term stability of Golden Hill.
16
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People Shape Space
Resident Communirv Futur e Ne ighh.., rhood
Space Shapes People
One first notices that Golden Hill is yet another example of an area that epitomizes
space as a revealing product and producer of social relations (Smithsimon, 6). Developers /
and architects helped to initially shape the neighborhood which then helped to attract a
certain type of resident. Residents were asked "~rYou were to choose afew words (physical
and social) to describe Golden Hill what would they be?"
Responses were then compared to original articles and advertisements describing the
neighborhood for purposes of determining the physical qualities that attracted such residents.
A sample of answers includes the following:
o No other neighborhoods like this
o Country lane type feel
o You don't feel like you're in the city
o Ideal neighborhood that most people don't know exists
o Lots of mature trees; That is something that differentiates an established
neighborhood from a new subdivision
o "It's such a wonderful place to live because on is not compelled to invite the
neighbors. "
The following adjectives were given as responses from more than one resident:
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o Hidden enclave, convenient, intertwined with nature, curved layout, protected,
secluded
The following are descriptions of Golden Hill given by way of newspaper articles and
advertisements when the neighborhood was first opened in 1914-1915 (Reference)
"Golden Hill is a natural park 0.( about one hundred acres ... " (9/18/1914)
"Golden Hill presents an ever-changing panorama of unusual beauty. " (9/20/1914)
"The estates will front on beautiful winding drives. " (9/20/1914)
"Living in Golden Hill will be like living in a park." (9/27/1914)
"Like the curving drives, the lots have been laid out to conform with the natural contour of /
the land." (4/25/1915)
"Scenic environment, elevation, undulating ground and the presence of forest trees and
shrubbery in their pristine beauty go to make Golden Hill the most beautiful residence
locality in or near Indianapolis. " (4/23/1917)
"The winding streets ... avoid the dismal monotony of the gridiron street plan. " (4/23/1917)
"It is economical of distance to the traveler ... " (4/23/1917)
"The man who wants to build for permanent occupancy, who wants a homestead and an
estate as well as a house, can not choose better than to go to Golden Hill. " (4/23/1917)
For many, Golden Hill is viewed as a product of conscious design in the forms of the
houses and how they relate to shape land, views and neighbors (Indianapolis Monthly,
05/1983) Neighborhood stability is due in part to relative location. The location of the
neighborhood and the qualities associated with it give it certain value in the eyes of its
residents and the community at large (Keller, 89) A desirable location, then, helps to ensure a
18
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stable market value over the life of the home (Appraisal Institute, 1992). Also valued by
residents was privacy, which contributes to physical seclusion as a stability factory. As stated
in the National Register of Historic Places, the seclusion of the areas of Golden Hill
expressed a conscious desire, on the part of its residents, for privacy (National Register). This
seclusion or isolation, defined as being "kept away from others," has certainly played a role
in protecting the neighborhood from outside influences of crime and property degradation
(Smithsimon, 101). Golden Hill is naturally protected and the minimal number of entry
points makes it a truly defensible space.
Moving then from the first step of this progression of developers shaping the
neighborhood, or people shaping space, we come to a counter relationship in which space
acts to shape the social relations of the community in much the same way that the people
shape the space. Golden Hill (space) shaped its residents (people) in the way it marketed to
potential buyers. The neighborhood was portrayed as away from the smoke and dirt of the
city, but with every city convenience, an exclusive residential section of Indianapolis (Indy
Star, 1934). It is here that one finds the social aspect of stability, both recognized and
unrecognized to residents. Recognizable in the sense that the sociological conception of
neighborhood emphasizes the notion of shared activities, experiences, and values that give to
an area a sense of continuity and persistence over time (Keller, 91). This was typified in one
interview in particular where a resident mentioned that the perpetual burden of keeping the
home up has been both physically and emotionally taxing. The sense of community in
Golden Hill, however, is what has kept this resident from reaching that breaking point
(Resident Interview, 45).
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The often unrecognized aspect of stability is made apparent in terms of social
exclusion. Social exclusion's first meaning refers to the decision to price housing in the
neighborhood at luxury raters so that lower- and middle- income people generally cannot live
there (Smithsimon, 54). This may not be a conscious form of exclusion but the homes in
Golden were built, and have since been historically valued, well above the market price of
homes in the area. Within the Indianapolis zip-code of 46208, the average market value of a
home is $72,900 (Zillow, 112013). Within the Golden Hill Neighborhood the average market
value ofa home is $481,042. Also of note are the percentile statistics. 75% of the homes in
Golden Hill have a market value of over $298,673.50 which is 225,773.50 greater than the
average home in 46208 and represents a 310% higher valuation in price. This discrepancy
indicates a significantly different class of people living in each area.
Exclusion's second meaning refers to exclusion through the neighborhood's design
(Smithsimon, 101). Now, this is different from seclusion in the sense that exclusion refers to
the stylistic choices that make people of modest or normal means feel they are not supposed
to be there (Smithsimon, 54). Rather than "kept away from others" social exclusion is better
represented by the idea of "keeping away others."
20
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Image 1 Image 2
Such stylistic elements are readily recognized at the neighborhood entrances (See Images 1
& 2). Outsiders are warned that the area is both patrolled and monitored. These features are
not present in the landscape of the neighborhoods that surround it. Another noted difference
are the wooden street signs, also uncommon to surrounding neighborhoods. This idea of
social exclusion was noted in the interview of one resident who regularly interacts with the
"other" neighbors because of the location of this resident's home in proximity to outside
homes. This resident mentioned that there is distinct separation indicated by the way that the
"other" neighbors speak. They referred to Golden Hill as being "over there" as if it was an
extreme distance away and the only type of interaction these people have with the residents
of Golden Hill is "fence talk".
The third step in this relationship between space and people refers to the idea that the
resident community (people) reshapes the future neighborhood (space) for future generations
of residents. One of the most common forms of reshaping space deals with housing repair or
rehabilitation. Every resident interviewed admitted to making at least some type of extensive
21
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repair to his or her house during their tenure. In addition to being asked, "What type of
repairs or rehabilitation have you made to your house since living here?" residents made
comments about the repair and renovation process for historic homes in general. Only one
homeowner mentioned not needing to make any repairs or modifications to his home.
o It is easy to pour money into these houses
o You buy a house and no matter how old it is, there are things you have to do to it
constantly.
o If you like the house, you want to keep it up
o This stuff (repairs/upkeep) is built into home owning.
o We are used to the upkeep
This concept of people reshaping space was further reinforced in the creation of the
Golden Hill Neighborhood Association which has subtly ensured the upkeep of such a
neighborhood. Neighborhood associations permit imitative in forming friendships (i.e.,
stranger or tenured resident may take initiative in getting to know people) (Litwak, 1960).
The Golden Hill Neighborhood Association has been active since 1935 and was founded for
the purpose of maintaining social intercourse between the residents (Articles of
Incorporation, 1935). The Association Dinner held in May of each calendar year presents the
first formal opportunity to welcome new residents and the agenda allows residents to discuss
previous and future matters of business. Such opportunities build neighborhood identity by
permitting participation with neighbors around local issues (Fellin and Litwak, 1963). The
neighborhood association was founded with the purpose of keeping the community safe and
allowing for continued upkeep of individual homes and public space within the community.
Golden Hill's long-standing neighborhood association was cited by several residents as a
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major indicator of the neighborhood's stability and additionally received no negative
criticism.
The continuation of stability is evident when asking about the physical features that
drew residents to their home in particular. Several residents mentioned that the lot size,
coupled with the convenience to downtown as pull factors. Other residents mentioned curb
appeal, the seclusion, and character of the homes to be major factors. Many residents
mentioned affordable price as well as specific features of the individual homes to be the
primary draw for moving.
"I was drawn because of the contemporary feel and park like setting of property was
appealing. "
"I was drawn because of drive time and school convenience. "
These residents are then shaped by the space in a similar manner that the
neighborhood shaped the previous wave of residents. What will be discussed later is what
can break this chain of stability and ultimately how the collective identity of the resident
community shapes neighborhood development. What one begins to see though is that process
continues to repeat itself assuming a particular variable does not break a link in the chain.
Residents were asked the following two questions to gauge the future trajectory of the
neighborhood and indentify any pressing issues that could affect the stability of the
neighborhood.
25) What do you like about living in Golden Hill? What don 'I you like?
26) What are the neighborhood's greatest challenges?
Commonalities included the need for a better township school system. Every resident
with children sends their kids to private schools in the area. Proximity to eating
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establishments and a major grocer was also a concern. Another major concern included the
two vacant homes in the neighborhood and the eyesore it presents to neighbors and
passerby's.
In terms of social makeup, two residents mentioned the following as a major
neighborhood challenge.
"I wish there was a little more socialization and a little less snobbery (this could be my
misconception of others.) "
"Those living in the circle feel detached the 'cheap' houses. "
"We (Golden Hill) need to be more integrated. We need to dispel the idea that the
neighborhood won't be as desirable if black people move here ... We are disconnectedfrom
the "other" neighborhood. "
"It is embarrassing living next to the other neighborhood. Every neighbor that lives there
says it's so nice 'over there' like I was a million miles away. "
Lastly, residents were asked about crime which could very well affect the future
trajectory of the neighborhood as many potential buyers place a premium on safety for both
themselves and their overall family. Residents were asked directly, "Do youfeel safe living
in Golden Hill? What type of safety concerns do you have, ifany?"
Residents mentioned only minor incidents in terms of safety e.g. petty theft. Everyone
answered saying that they have always felt safe living in Golden Hill. This being said, many
residents are large advocates for security.
Golden Hill has a police officer patrol the neighborhood by car twice a day and the
neighborhood uses the police on call at the IMA to respond to any situations, if they were to
arise. Golden Hill members recently formed a resident security watch team in May to discuss
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possible issues including surveillance. Many residents agree that they are in a very urban area
and along with that come the possibility of crime. Neighbors are admittedly disconnected
from the neighborhood that surrounds Golden Hill both physically and socially. No one
expressed an outright worry or concern however about crime associated with living in
Golden Hill. With this one can see that potential crime is a worry to anyone concerned about
the future value of their home.
Significance ofNeighborhood Stability Framework
A significant takeaway from this framework then is that neighborhood stability and
longevity are achieved in part through the symbiotic relationship between space and people
and in this case the neighborhood and its residents (physical/social). The importance of both
physical location/design as well as social community was apparent when asking neighbors
about what contributed to the overall stability of Golden Hill. As was previously indicated,
half the responses dealt with physical location and design and the other half referred to social
factors as the attribute to stability. The physical space and natural boundaries foster social
interaction and the built design of the neighborhood helps to quickly integrate neighbors and
encourage informal interaction. What was learned from this project was that the resident
community then shapes the future development of the neighborhood through both continued
participation in the voluntary neighborhood association and through regular neighborly
engagement. The cycle then repeats itself with new waves of residents and the neighborhood
continues to evolve based on the values and collective identity of the entire resident
community.
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VI. Formation of Collective Identity
The presence of social stability in the Golden Hill neighborhood can largely be
attributed to the collective identity that forms within each wave of residents. The foundation
of this collective identity is formed because of shared history. Shared history is defined as
residents using history, more than anything else, to construct, preserve, and define the
community in which they live (Steven Gregory, 1998). This can be identified then by how
well residents know their neighbors (Litwak, 1963).
20) Do you know many of the residents that live in the neighborhood now? What are the
social characteristics ofthe neighborhood?
Every resident responded saying they at least knew the other residents by name.
Several residents responded by saying that "neighbors were easy to socialize with", and
"there is great communication among neighbors." Each resident is issued a Golden Hill
Directory mentioning the names of residents, children's names and ages, as well as phone
numbers and email addresses if applicable. Neighbors are connected through an intranet web
portal controlled by a singular, designated resident. This resident sends important email
notifications through a listserv to keep community members updated on meetings, socials,
neighborhood repairs, concerns, etc. The neighborhood hosts a formal association meeting
each May at Woodstock Country Club and several informal gatherings such as an annual
Christmas Party and Fall Picnic. The neighborhood also has a walking club and book club
open to all members.
Residents also described the social makeup in the neighborhood by referring to
previous "waves" of residents. Residents were in agreement that the neighborhood was
experiencing a renaissance with a lot of younger families moving in. Longer tenured
26
Upper Class Enclave Identity: A Case Study of the Golden Hill Community
residents referred to the "blue-blood" nature of the neighborhood in previous decades and
referred to its evolution over the past twenty years with the passing of older residents. Four
residents in particular indicated that the younger generation has contributed to a more laid-
back and down-to-earth feeling in the neighborhood.
Along with being able to identify their neighbors by name, residents were able to
describe their neighbors in significant detail and responses were helpful in beginning to
identify specific interests and factors that helped shape a collective identity.
21) How would you describe your neighbors?
Answers to this question fell into three different categories: positive, negative, and
indifferent descriptions. No residents indicated a sincere negativity with the neighborhood as
a whole. They posited the negative responses as challenges for the neighborhood rather than
critically affecting the social makeup of the neighborhood.
Positive: Neighbors were described as intellectual, professional, affluent prestigious,
accepting, intelligent, interesting, articulate, fun, social, and friendly.
Negative: A few respondents described the neighbors or the neighborhood in the following
negative terms: racially homogenous, snobbish, not well integrated, and nosey.
Indifferent: Indifferent descriptions included: interesting, wacky, different, fairly liberally,
similar, eclectic, independent, and diverse* (*Individuals that responded with diverse
explicitly mentioned that this did not mean racially diverse but rather diverse in interests,
background, and education.)
The general trend of these responses identifies that neighbors have more than a basic
knowledge of the residents living within Golden Hill and thus define where they live beyond
just a spatial model. The challenge, then, was to determine the basis for the group's collective
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identity. Several studies have pointed to the unique status and collective identity that forms
within an urban enclave. The residents in these enclaves act in a reciprocal relationship with
the place they inhabit. The place shapes the people and the people in tum shape the place.
Each distinctive group, along with its stores and institutions, occupies a geographic area that
becomes intimately associated with that group (Abrahamson, 1). They can share not only an
ethnicity but a significant commonality based on wealth, life-style, or a combination of these
attributes (Anderson, 14). Enclaves are found all across the United States and the challenge
for planners is using physical design to foster public social interaction and the development
of strong ties among community members (Smithsimon, 5). Abrahamson points out that
identity refers to people's definitions of their (social) selves and tends to be linked to roles
and statuses (Abrahamson, 5). This identity with roles and statuses however, must be
distinctly separated from class. Max Weber argued that status, more so than class, was an
important basis for community interaction. He viewed people as being attracted to others on
the basis no solely, or even primarily of similar purchasing power but rather of shared tastes
in consumption (Abrahamson, 20). With Weber's framework in mind, both class and status
were evaluated for purposes of determining the level of community interaction within Golden
Hill.
Class, in the Weberian form of the word is represented exclusively by economic
interests in the possession of goods and opportunities for income (Weber, 1925). This
measure of economic position was evaluated based on the market value of one's home,
which is seen as an asset to wealth. Over 75% of homes in Golden Hill have a market value
above $298,000. This is a 318% markup over the average market value of a home in the
Indianapolis zip code of 46208. One then can reason that Golden Hill, in an economic sense,
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exclusively houses middle to upper classes residents. The question from Weber's perspective
instead becomes whether or not class, in addition to shared tastes in consumption can help
foster strong community ties.
The reason that class can not solely be used to evaluate neighborhood identity is
because traditionally, social class has shown an inconsistent relation to neighboring patterns
(Keller, 73). What this means is that while social class still remains an important criteria for
evaluating level of community interaction, it is unclear whether or not a higher social class
corresponds with higher levels of community cohesion. Dating back to 1968 Sociologist
Suzanne Keller posited that in highly urbanized areas with rising standards of living, the
priority, frequency, formality, and intensity of neighbor relations decrease in favor of
relations with the immediate family and personally selected friends (Keller, 43) This claim
however was directly contradicted however by a prior case study of the people of San Juan,
Puerto Rico completed by Theodore Caplow. The study of San Juan showed that families
with more intensive neighboring relationships had good education, high income, and
comfortable homes, had lived in the area for some time, and were above average in their
social participation (Caplow, 1963, p. 183). Yet another study of60 urban neighborhoods in
1997 also showed that there was a positive relationship between social status and
neighborhood interaction thus making the assumption that those with perceived
commonalities were more likely to engage in regular social interaction (Bellair, 1997). This
too, falls in line with the results of a historical study of Chestnut Hill in Philadelphia
(Webster, 1976).
More recent findings however suggest that this positive relationship between
variables is not uniform across the United States. A study done of an upper class urban
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enclave in Battery Park City, New York showed that residents described their neighborhood
in spatial terms and more importantly they in fact did not know the names of their neighbors.
Secondly, in contrast to other neighborhoods, residents did not use shared history to define
membership in the community; in Battery Park City, community was defined by a spatial
model (Smithsimon, 109). This type of interaction directly contrasted the working class
enclaves in New York like Corona and East Elmhurst in Queens in which shared history was
of central importance in a resident's definition of community (Smithsimon, 113). Together,
these case studies also reveal the importance of neighborhood integration in how a place
defines community.
Litwak and Fellin used extensiveness of group contacts within a membership group
as a key identifier for determining levels of neighborhood integration (Fellin and Litwak,
1963). Contrary to Battery Park City, which was just described in markedly spatial terms,
residents in Golden Hill were able to identify neighbors by name and used shared history to
identify with their community. Every resident interviewed in Golden Hill could at least
identify other residents by name as was previously mentioned. Integration is encouraged by
means of the informal gatherings or "socials" hosted by tenured residents of the community.
These events illustrate the concept developed in Georg Simmel's The Stranger. Simmel
posited that negative attitudes toward the stranger effect change in the sense that they slow
up integration and prevent overall group cohesion (Simmel, 1908). While each resident in
Golden Hill is not inherently extroverted, the purpose of such informal social events fall in
line with one of Fellin and Litwak's attributes of speeding neighborhood integration, the
presence of positive group norms toward integrating the stranger (Fellin and Litwak, 1963).
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As one resident pointed out, "The events the neighborhood hosts are conducive to meeting
and becoming friends with residents" (Interview 45, 2012).
Neighborhood integration in Golden Hill has nonetheless evolved over its nearly one-
hundred year history. Up until the mid 1960's no one was allowed to put a for-sale sign
without first having the sale approved by a current resident realtor. In order to move into
Golden Hill, one had to qualify as a member at nearby Woodstock Country Club (Reference
Interview, 2012). This was used to ensure that the "quality" of residents was maintained in
the neighborhood. Neighborhood integration at this time was carefully manipulated to avoid
an overall neighborhood decline. At the 1954 Association Meeting, the "South of the Border"
problem was discussed and it was decided for the protection of Golden Hill to put the
responsibility for the selection of desirable neighbors in the hands of North Side Realtors
(Association Minute Book 1954). Further precautions were then taken in 1956 when a
current resident purchased vacant lots across from the Gatehouse on 36th street in order to
protect Golden Hill property (Association Minute Book, 1956). This informal sale of homes
helped ensure quick integration of neighborhoods. 72% of households interviewed in 1983
purchased their present residence from either family or friends. (Encyclopedia of
Indianapolis, 2013). Social interaction facilitated by the neighborhood association then was
not necessary at this time compared to the levels we see today because one knew their
neighbors before moving into the Golden Hill and in a reciprocal fashion, the neighbors
knew the new resident.
With this foundational knowledge as well the class factors that identify this group, we
then move to the importance of status within defining a community's collective identity. The
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following quantitative were gathered as a means for evaluating both class and status within
Golden Hill.
There are currently 54 homes in the neighborhood, 49 of which are occupied as of
April 2013. Within the 54 homes, 49 children are currently living in the neighborhood. There
are 55 residents with known occupations. Home values are averaged for all 54 homes based
on market valuation (Zillow, 2013).
Table 2: Occupation Table 4: Average Market Value of Home
Profession Totals I Percentage I Neighborhood Average Market Valuation
Business
Golden Hill $ 481 ,042Medicine/Science
*A record of all individual home
*Table only includes known occupations
valuations in Golden Hill is listed in the
Appendices.
Table 3: Age Range of Residents
I Age Range Totals I Percentage I
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Table 5: Median Market Value Compared
to Carmel, IN
Table 6: Market Valuation of Homes by
Percentile
Neighborhood Median Market Valuation Percentile Market Valuation
Carmel, IN
(46032)
Golden Hill
25% Percentile
50% Percentile
75% Percentile
$ 298,673.50
$ 299,900 $ 461,722.00
$ 461,722 $ 581 ,823.75
Status, then, as pertinent to Weber's definition, relates to a person's social honor
within society (Weber, 1925). Honor or social status can be directly tied to an individual's
profession. Of the known professions of residents living in Golden Hill, 80% fall in the legal,
medicine, or business executive occupation fields. These occupational fields fall within the
top 20 of listed occupations implying that the majority of residents living in Golden Hill have
high occupational prestige or social status (Bureau of Labor Statistics, 2013).
The second way in which identity was constructed was in response to the resident
typology developed in the qualitative interviews. Responses indicate that shared tastes in
consumption and life-style are prevalent in Golden Hill. All but one resident interviewed
indicated having a college or advanced degree and 21 residents indicated an interest in
historical homes, both tying identity factors.
Lastly, social identity is constructed based on the perception created by others.
Golden Hill has been described as encompassing leaders in industry, law, medicine, and
manufacturing who have contributed to the significance of the area. A sampling of past
residents reveals the social significance of the area (National Register of Historic Places,
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1991). Residents are identified by the larger Indianapolis community as having a significant
degree of occupational prestige and power. Outside of this realm however, the residents
remain fairly unknown. Because many people are not aware of Golden Hill's location or
have never heard of its existence, the social identity of its residents remains largely unknown.
At the very best, one can speculate about the neighborhood, as several writers have done,
indicating that the residents of Golden Hill appear less pretentious because of the setting
(Indianapolis Monthly May, 1983). On the whole though, the tying factor in respect to social
identity appears to be both social class and status for the residents of Golden Hill.
VII. Future of Golden Hill
The future of Golden Hill is largely dependant on the overall stability of the
neighborhood. From a physical planning perspective, Golden Hill provides all the favored
features of an uncharacteristically "urban" neighborhood. Suited for its privacy, convenience
to the central business district, large lot size, non-uniformity, and abundance of nature,
Golden Hill possesses several desirable traits relative to homeownership. A snapshot of
Golden Hill's future, then, may largely be determined by the neighborhood's past and present
trajectory.
"Golden Hill illustrates a pattern that began in David Parry's day and would
intensify with lime: conspicuous concentrations of wealth and affluence on the perimeter of
UNWA in contrast to the modest or substandard housing that marked its core"
(Encyclopedia of Indiana po lis).
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A key concern and identifier of the neighborhood's stability will be market value of
homes along with the number of vacant homes. In the case of Golden Hill, the negative
influence of outside development is a non-factor due to the natural barriers surrounding the
community. This acts as a known variable in terms of calculating future market value of
homes.
With the majority of homes being over 75 years of age, the upkeep and significance of repair
increases with time. The longer a property sits vacant, the greater state of disrepair for future
homeowners. This concept is supported by plat 2, located on Golden Hill Dr.
Currently 3 homes sit vacant in Golden Hill and 2 of them are actively on the real
estate market. Because 65% of residents are between the ages of 50-70, Golden Hill will see
a potentially large turnover rate in the next 20 years or so. A constant trajectory in market
value of homes will ensure that a similar class of people continues to purchase home and
reside in Golden Hill. The variable most likely to change in the future makeup of the
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neighborhood is social status. This variation may exist due to historical inconsistencies in
social status within the neighborhood. Golden Hill has 60 kids living in the neighborhood
today compared to 1 child under the age of 18 back in 1974 (Resident Interview 11). The
older generation of residents was referred to as a "blue-blood" type while today's social
makeup is largely young professionals coming from what would be defined as "new money".
It is possible then that the social makeup of Golden Hill will become progressively younger
due largely in part to the upkeep required of a historical home.
VIII. Conclusions
Conceptually, the question becomes where Golden Hill fits within the framework of
other Upper Class urban enclaves. Because limited case studies have been done on such
enclaves, Beacon Hill in Boston and Battery Park City in New York serve as the baseline
barometer of comparison. The residents of Golden Hill certainly a tied lifestyle based on
patterns of consumption. As Abrahamson points out in his study of Beacon Hill, it is the
wealthier and more privileged classes who almost always win in the competition for the most
desirable areas (Abrahamson, 19). Interestingly enough, the case of Golden Hill presents a
somewhat opposite perspective in that many residents believe it requires a "certain type of
personality" to want to live in Golden Hill (Resident Interview, 33). The reason for this is
that while the location of the neighborhood, the quality of the homes, and the size of the
home are all pull factors, the immediate neighborhood surrounding Golden Hill also acts as a
push factor for possible buyers. In this sense, then, Golden Hill opposes other upper class
urban enclaves.
With this being said, certain elements of Golden Hill fall in line with that of affluent
enclaves like Beacon Hill and Battery Park City. Individuals in Golden Hill are tied not only
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by class, evident in their ability to afford such a home, but also in terms of social status.
Many residents share a commonality in education based both on the majority of homeowners
possessing a college degree and also because everyone homeowner with children has chosen
to send them through private schooling. Many residents share a commonality in their love for
older historical homes. Regardless, Abrahamson points out that it is this type of person that is
most likely to have the capacity to structure the social and physical environment in a way that
suits their interest, without provoking opposition (Abrahamson, 27). This may very well be
an explanation for why Golden Hill is completely independent of its surroundings and has
not been affected by the decline experienced in nearby neighborhoods (National Register).
The elite living within the neighborhood carry enough social power to control their physical
and social environment. In particular, this is exemplified by the neighborhood association's
commitment to hiring a private security team to patrol the neighborhood each day as well as
allow individual homes to gate off their property's and encourage the purchase of
surveillance systems. These acts or precautions are all purposed with the intention of keeping
residents safe, while maintaining individual home values.
The most significant difference between Golden Hill and other upper class enclaves is
the shared history maintained by members. Outside of class or status, residents in many
neighborhoods such as battery Park City, Beacon Hill, or even Meridian Kessler lack a
cohesive social bond often typified by a shared history. Because residents know each other
by name and interact outside of formal social settings a social bond is created that in fact
keeps residents from moving. As one resident indicated, the scope of improvements on these
homes is pretty taxing but it is the sense of community that keeps us from reaching that
breaking point (Resident Interview, 45). This lack of transience then is what separates
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Golden Hill from nearby neighborhoods like Meridian/Kessler. Several residents currently
living in Golden Hill indicated that they used to live in older homes in Meridian/Kessler and
while the architectural quality remains the same in both areas, what the latter is missing is the
intimacy of space and social interaction between neighbors. The end result, then, is an
enclave neighborhood defined by distinct physical boundaries with residents that share
similarities in class and status, but also maintain an important social bond which has
contributed to a sense of shared history among neighbors and the greater stability of Golden
Hill over the last 100 years.
On the whole, this project helped identify the two main proponents of neighborhood
stability and how they can interact in mutually beneficial ways. The interplay between space
and people is crucial for sustained neighborhood stability and the physical design and layout
of Golden Hill, coupled with social structures such as the long-standing neighborhood
association are both notable attributes. By breaking down the social stability factor, it has
been identified that ties in social status, in addition to class, have helped foster social
interaction and create a community identity. Residents value a shared history and interact
regularly on informal occasions sharing commonalities in education, occupation, and overall
interest in historical homes. These social structures of Golden Hill along with the
aforementioned commonalities have further helped to integrate new neighbors into the
neighborhood. A collective identity is then formed and passed on to the next wave of future
residents further reinforcing the role social identity plays in neighborhood sustainability.
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